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Sir: 

In reply to the June 16, 2004 Office Action, and further to the August 18, 2004 
telephonic interview with Examiner Cross, reconsideration of the rejection is respectfully 
requested in light of the following remarks. 

Claims 1-3, 6-13 and 15-21 are pending. 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-3, 6-13 and 15-21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
European Patent No. 569753 to Westhall (hereinafter "Westhall") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
4,828,386 to Matkovich et al. (hereinafter "Matkovich"). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

At the August 1 8 telephonic interview, Applicants' representative explained the 
differences between the applied art and the invention set forth in the pending claims. 
Specifically, as asserted by Applicants' representative, and agreed to by Examiner Cross 


